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January 25, 1997

The Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioners:

I am writing to urge the FCC to hold an en banc hearing as part of its formal review of
the television industry’s proposed rating system.

I am a member of the National Association for Family and Community Education
(NAFCE). NAFCE has been actively involved in the debate over the new TV rating
system and is concerned that the system proposed by the Implementation group does not
address the needs of the parent. As a parent of 2 children, ages 13 and 11, I see the need
for a more specific rating system that lets me know what the content of the program is.

Please continue to use your influence to encourage the development of a rating system
that will be helpful to parents.

Thank you,
Debora Weigand

Children & TV / Family Life Chairman
Missouri Association for Family and

Community Education

250 SW BB Hwy

Warensburg, MO 64093 /
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What's wrong with new TV V-Chip 'rating system'?

By Robert Peters

here are very few films
Tin mainstream theaters

that I go to see or
rent,because it is apparently
believed by most in Hollywood
that a film won't be popular
with adults (and perhaps kids
too) unless it is "seasoned” with
unnecessary sex, nudity, profan-
ity or violence. Many films are
also clearly intended only for
the “morally challenged." On
Thanksgiving Day, however, a
friend persuaded my wife to
accompany her to see the film

»

Branagh's film remake of
Shakespeare's play, "Much
Ado About Nothing." It too
was rated "PG-13" by the
MPAA, presumably because of
two brief scenes, one of brief
rear-end nudity and the other of
sexual contact. If these two
scenes had been eliminated, 1
would have been watching an
excellent film.

But with such a broad spec-
trum of films getting a "PG-13"
rating from the MPAA b F
E ] w‘*“ﬁ‘

narante ¢
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ing "nonjudgmental” age-based
ratings on its films, the industry
has succeeded in avoiding
responsibility for producing a
floodtide of morally offensive
films by shifting responsibility
on to parents to shield their
children from the floodtide. In
less than 30 years, the industry
has also shifted from producing
very few films that needed
parental guidance to prodncine

o ol

that are excellent. If they allow
all programs rated PG, howev-
er, they will open the door to
many programs unsuitable for
older children and teens. When
children reach the age of 14,
parents must also decide about
TV programs rated PG-14 (Par-
ents Strongly Cautioned). Pro-
grams rated PG-14 "may con-
tain some - s F T e
A
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Chairman Reed Hundt RECE'VED
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW FEB 2 4 1557
Washington, DC 20554 Fedel Compm,
wmmm

Dear Chairman I Iundt:

The government has a valid interest in protecting all Americans - both children and

adults - from indecent programming. In the words of the Supreme Court, there is
“a right of the Nation . . . to maintain a decent society.”

Please change the cominission’s policy and enforce the broadcast indecency law

against TV stations. Past faiture in this area is a primary reason why all too much
TV programming is offcnsive.

Also, with the dawn of the V-Chip the FCC must rcject the flawed ratings proposal
from the Motion Picture Association of America (MPAA) and substitute instead a
systcm that ratcs programming by content.

We are “one Nation under God™ because our founding fathers said so and Becagge,

x
200 years later, we the American people, choose to be. gg g
=
. . . . r(;-" :E E“ (_D
Thank you for your consideration in this matter. =S o
nEe 2
. B DA~
Sincerely, Al
o
gl

(\»\J&G\AKMV SOL\/K,@ (Name)
420 f>(ll by Ay (Address)
for plon Ly NI

¢: Morality in Media, 475 Riverside Dr, NYC 10115
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Chaiiman Reed Hundt RECEIVED

Federal Communications Commission

FEB 2 4 1997
1919 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20554 ""‘“m“mm Commiseion
Offie of Secratagy
Dear Chairman Hundt;

The government has a valid interest in protecting all Americans - both children and

adults - from indecent programming. In the words of the Supreme Court, there is
“a right of the Nation . . . to maintain a decent society.”

Please change the commission’s policy and enforce the broadcast indecency law

against TV stations. Past failure in this area is a primary reason why all too much
TV programming is offensive.

Also, with the dawn of the V-Chip the FCC must reject the.flawed ratings proposal
from the Motion Picture Association of America (MPAA) and substitute instead a
system that rates programming by content.

T - 20

We are “one Nation under God” because our founding fathers said so an d;li‘ecaugg, m
200 years later, we the American people, choose to be. ;}f S «
Thank you for your consideration in this matter. ekt S «Z
Sincerely, - T e

;aéa a. Cﬁ,ﬂ_/@, (Name)

27 Mpvn o tl s (Address)
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Federal Communications Commission AL FEB 2 4 1557

1919 M. Street NW

Washington, DC 20554 Foderal Communications gom

Dear Commissioners:
I wish to comment regarding the new TV rating system.

For years the television industry has avoided responsibility for the present level of offensive
material by claiming that it is the role of the parents to monitor their children’s television viewing
habits. This line of reasoning is false in at least two ways. First, it assumes that a parent has
nothing more to do than sit with their child, or in our case any one of our four children whenever
that one child desires to watch TV. Given the demands of establishing and running a modern
household, this assumption is false. Second, it assumes that somehow the parents will know
before the child knows when offensive material will be shown. But, the parent and the child are
watching the same screen at the same time. The television industry does know what will be
shown in advance, and the television industry should be expected to tell what they know as an ally
of the parent. Placing a notice for 15 seconds at the beginning of a program is neither adequate
nor realistic notice.

Furthermore, I am opposed in theory to the rating system based upon experience gained with the
voluntary movie rating system over the past thirty years. I am afraid that this rating system which
is now described as a way to protect my family from offensive material will actually grant
television a license to spew even more offensive material into my home. I prefer the current social

contract, but if a rating system must be used, then the rating for that show must be displayed at all
times.

Many of the arguments I recall that were advanced for the movie rating system thirty years ago
are now repeated for the television rating system. It appears as if everyone seeks to protect the
family. However, thirty years of experience with the movie rating system undermines the
reasoning this time. The result of the movie rating system is that over 70% of the movies created
in the 80’s were R-rated movies, or worse. Today the rate is essentially the same. One unhappy
result of this explosion of violent and immoral movies is that my family and I are excluded from
going to most of the movies released today. Well, if that is so for movies, does it imply that we
will soon be excluded from the national dialogue taking place through television? /

NO» 0' \ .'es recld-’—-————'—""—
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John Southwood
737 Oxford Hills Drive
Maryville, Tennessee 37803

Television is different from movies. I can read the advertisements and reviews of the movies
before choosing to buy a ticket to attend a movie at a theater. Television is immediately available
in the home without advanced permission required from my family. Once I have decided to bring
a television into our home, then the signals are delivered. So, I am opposed to the current rules
for the rating system for the following reasons:

1. Experience in the movie industry shows that the number of immoral and offensive broadcasts
will increase dramatically. Our “protections” will become a shield that the television industry will
use to justify frequent transmission of increasingly offensive material.

This means that the rating system should only be added to the FCC’s current regulations for

acceptable television, rather than functioning as a “free-market™ excuse to permit further offensive
material.

2. The rating system is only shown for the first 15 seconds of a show. So far, I have not seen one
of these rating notices. The reality of television viewing is that “channel surfing” with the remote
control is common. People walk out of the room during commercial breaks. Those ratings
notices are not seen by the majority of viewers.

If the rating system must be adopted then at least those TV ratings must be required to be shown
constantly using that transparent screen technology used to show cable station logos.

The television industry can produce entertaining and inoffensive material if the collective will of
the people as expressed through our government agencies demand this level of material.

Sincerely, W

John Southwood
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